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Dear Mr. ^'eisberg, 

Having been out of town these past ten days, I have only today received 
your letters of December 22 and 28, 1983 and the enclosed news clippings and 
letters to the editor, We do not get the Washington Post and thus I had no 
other knowledge of this "press" — and appreciate your thoughtfulness in clipping 
and sending this on to me. Interestingly, 1 opened your letter of December 28 
first and read with great interest the critical letters o reformer FBI officials. 
Needless to say, my interest in the Washington Post editorial of December 16 
peaked, and I had planned to write you to request that you send me a copj^ of 
this editorial, ^s I read through my mail — and the publicity has precipiated 
an avalanche of letters — I came across your earlier letter enclosing a c-^y 
of the editorial. Having read same, 1 find Adams’s and Cleveland's responses 
most interesting — the ^ost editorial merely cites my success in obtaining 
the n oover file documents and neither evaluates my work nor cites my recent 
publications (I would have loved either). Clearly ^dams and Cleveland are 
so thin-skinned that even the most insignificant and innocent reference 
precipitates what seems to have been an automatic response from Bureau officials: 
castigate the motives and character of a critic (even in this case only an 
FOIA requestor), '^hat is quite revealing about their mentality — although I 
am sure that they were not sufficiently perceptive to recognize that. 

I also appreciate your kind and positive comments about my essay in 
Heyond the Hiss Case . I have made it a special point to attempt to decipher 
the FBI's filing procedures, and with some success. I continue to welcome 
both suggesti ns and examples of other such practices — and in that respect 
your lengthy letter was particularly welcomed and helpful. I should like at 
some future date to update the essay, incorporating new material and examples. 

I do not profess to being comprehensive — a beginning has to be made with the 
ultimate objective of promoting further research and discovery. 

% present research, and ^dams and Cleveland will be particularly discomfited 
by this, is to write an administracive biography of Hoover s FBI — that is 
a biography of Hoover and his role in the exf^naion of the FBI. I know that 
there is considerable interest in Hoover as a person — while his personality 
does not interest me terribly I know that one cannot understand the bureau 
..Ithout first understanding H over. 1 suspect that this research project will 
take years for completion. 1 3o hope to write the definitive biography. ^ suspect 
that most readers will not have the passion and intensity of interest as either 
>idams or yourself — I am not lumping the two of you, my only point is that our 
generation felt strongly about Hoover, a feeling not shared by younger Americans. 

x ^ am pleased that you have passed on the info on the microfilm project. 

t should be a must for any research library (personal or institutional). I 
shall keep in mind your own research interests and pass along any relevant 
information as I review these files more closely in the ensuing months. 


*s ever, 


